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FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


4 PARALLEL BETWEEN MONARCHICASL 
GOVERNMENT, AND ORTHODOX 
CHRISTIANITY. 


Kings and Emperors, and those who are educated , 


apd interested to support them, feel and act, as though 
the kingdom or empire over which they have reigned, 
were a “kind of property, to be disposed of and con- 
trolled for their own ends, and not for the happiness of 
the individuals composing it.”’ 

And this spirit is manifest in every nation, in this age 
of the world, where the principle from whence it flews. 
has become established by custom through a long per- 
jod of time. This self-exalting, partial spirit is oppos- 
ed to the spirit of liberty which begins to appear in 
republican forms of government. 

One grand objection, which the monarch would 
make to republican institutions, is, that they are licen- 
tious and disorderly. They will plead that the great 
mass of the people are not capable of ruling themselves. 
That it is only a chosen, or a select few born of noble 
blood, that are qualified to govern anation. This may 
be true in most countries, because of the ignorance and 
ungovernable passions mankind generally possess.— 
And it may be a fact, that a large portion of mankind 
are unfit to govern themselves, much less to govern 
others. Hence the ignorance and vice of mankind 
support tyrants upon their oppressive thrones. 

The same principle appears, among those, who de- 
nominate themselves orthodox christians. 

They suppose that the divine government, has “a 
kind of property” in mankind, to be disposed of, and 
controlled for its own ends and not for the happiness of 
the individuals composing the human family. 

Hence orthodox writers and preachers speak of an 
elect number, the church, the peculiar favorites of 
heaven, while all the rest of mankind are their proper- 
ty to be disposed of to promote the giory and happiness 
ofa king and a comparatively few; but not the hap- 
pivess of the individuals composing the human family. 

How difficult to introduce and support republican 
principles under the old kingly governments of Europe! 
How must the kings, and those connected with them, 
and dependent on them, oppose the idea that every 
man is born free and equal! What opposition did the 
United States have to encounter, when they declared 
themselves free and independent! How strongly were 


they assaulted by the king and those who surrounded 
his throne! 


So how difficult to introduce and support the princi- 
ples of impartial grace and love, among those chris- 
tians, who have been educated to believe that them- 
selves were the only favorites af God, and those who 
agreed with them; and that the great mass of man- 
kind were predestinated to be the eternal slaves of sin 
and satan, in order to bring glory to God's free people, 


whom he elected befor 
salvation ! ; oe mer ai ek ss anbaet 


The movarchical christians are ready to exclaim, 
that republican religion, or that every man is born free 
and equal,.is a dangerous, licentious principle. Their 
=e gen has become popular from antiquity and cus- 
"a ss honorable and profitable to those who pro- 

- They think themselves possessed of more hon-’ 
cable blood, born of nobler parentage, heirs to a richer 
-teorg They do not believe that God loves all 

is rational offspring with equal good will, therefore be 
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will aii bisked saan? both ce heal all. They sup- | propriated to a more extended exposition of the scrip- 


pose that God has made some of his creatures for end- 
less wretchedness, to glorify his wrath and vengeance, 


ture, &c.—**When such a house is established, the mas- 


jter thereof is requested to give NOTICE of the same 


and increase the joy and felicity of a particular num- | to the PUBLIC ; and the members of the meeting,” by 


ber, whom he ordained to eternal life, before the world 
began. 

Hence there seems to be a striking resemblance, be- 
tween the partial governments among men, whereby 
a few are exalted, and many are debased, and the or- 
thodox scheme of christianity, which maintains the 
sentiment that a few elected ones, called the church, 
are to be exalted to eternal glory, of God's free grace, 
and the multitude chained in endless pain and despair 
to promote the glory of God and the happiness of the 
chosen few. 

Some exertions are now making in this and in other 
countries to abolish slavery and war. And some disin- 
terested men are engaged in the enterprize. Many 
excellent publications have been circulated to promote 
the object. The Friend of Peace is one. But how can 
these philanthropic humane christians deplore the suf- 
ferings of slaves, and the miseries of soldiers, who are 
sacrificed to promote the honor and interest of the few, 
and not deplore the doom of the poor reprobates, cre- 
ated and abandoned of their Maker to never-ending 
sorrow? What are the miseries of a few years on 
earth, to endless wo? 

Why is it not as consistent for the disciples of Christ, 
to leave their fellowmen in slavery and oppression, 
wounded and destroyed by war, as for Christ to leave 
them in the endless slavery of sin, to suffer a wounded 
conscience, and never-ending pain? Cannot Christ 
save as well as they? Do they wish to do more and 
better than their divine Master? Have they better 
means, more skill, and more compassion than he ?— 
Cannot he accomplish all his will, who has power giv- 
en bim over all flesh? 


Must not the partial systems of politics and religion, | 


give way to the impartial, and universal grace and 
love of God to man? 

Does God require us to love our enemies, and does 
not God love his own creatures? The foregoing 
thoughts were suggested on reading Dr. Ware’s Ad- 
dress to the Massachusetts Peace Society. 

I close them by quoting a few of his expressions. 

“Christianity has civilized the savage—comforted 


| the poor—bound up the broken-hearted—-softened hu- 


man misery—-elevated human virtue. And shall we 
dispair of its final triumph over all human guilt and 
wretchedness ? It cannot be. Its influence shall be- 
come as extensive as the world. Its triumphs com- 
plete.”’ 5. T. 





From the (Portland) Christian Intelligencer. 


PRAYER ESTABLISHMENT. 


nals of the day, entitled **Good Devised ;”’ from which 
it appears that several individuals,’ who were visitors 
at the Saratoga Springs, *‘ have recommended the 
establishment of a religious house in that village to 
whick tho friends of religion and morality may resort,” 
without being exposed to the contamination of the 
public houses, already established in that place. In 
the proposed establishment, ‘ta portion of scripture is 


to be read and prayer to be offered, every morning and 
evening—a blessing is to be implored at every meal, 


and, if convenient, one evening in each week to be ap- 


a 


‘which it was recommended, have engaged ‘to use 


their influence to encourage its patronage and sup- 
port.’ 

And what think you of the above project, candid 
reader ? 

That an house will be opened, answering the above 
description, cannot be doubted. ‘There is an adequate 
reward offered, viz. “‘patronage and support.” The 
visiting clergy at the fashionable ‘ Watering-place,’ be- 
gin to propose such compensations to others, as have 
been bestowed upon themselves, for their pious servi- 
ces. They have, for years, offered an efernal heaven 
to the man who would keep such an house, in that vil- 
lage ; but all tonoeffect. They now propose, to re- 
ward him with—*MONEY”—which, Solomon says, 
‘‘answereth all things.’ Ah, give us men of the 
gown, of the orthodox stamp fer devising such 
good plans, They know bow often they have been 
‘‘called” from one ‘‘village” to another, with the pros- 
pect of obtaining a better “‘support ;*? and why may 
not a pious inn-keeper be called to Saratoga Springs 
in the same heavenly manner? 

We wish to treat every serious subject—seriously ; 
but the foregoing plan does not appear to come under 
that head. It looks like bribing a man to say and hear 
prayers. Does it not set at nought the command of 
Christ, Matt. v. 5—13, and institute a practice, men- 
tioned in the same chapter, verse 5? Ifit would not 
|be deemed officious. we would recommend that the 
appropriate passages, Isaiah xiv. 5, and St. Luke, xviii. 

11, 12, be the inscription on the sign of the religious 
praying establishment, at Saratoga Springs. On the 
opposite side of the street, let areal christian open an 
| house, with a hand on his sign pointing towards the 





| other, with Luke xv. 2, for an inseription..£y) ‘* And 
the Pharisees and Scribes murmured, saying, (7 This 
man receiveth sinners and eateth with them.” — 





FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 
EXTRACTS......No. I, 


**It requires no common degree of wisdom to make 
| transition from various situatious one to another, with 
| dignity and propriety. The gravity and seriousness of 
| deportment that suits the temple do not suddenly melt 
away into the familiarity and ease of private life. Men 
are called to act various parts, but often lack the skill 
‘to discriminate between character and character, All 
, other times the scene changes too rapidly, and the ha- 
bit of the public personage is scarcely laid aside, when 
the spirit of it is likewise shifted, and the man discov- 








| ers that he is merely an actor, 


An article has been published in the Orthodox Jour- | 


‘Difference of behaviour may undoubtedly be as- 
sumed with change of place, and of company, without 
incurring the imputation of hypocrisy; but there is a 
radical character which the honest man never lays 
aside, whatever be the season, whatever the situation. 
He cannot indeed be gay and serious at the same mo- 
ment; but in the house of mourning he may be sad 


without sinking into depression, and in the house of 


feasting he may be cheerful without levity. He can 
rejoice with them that rejoice, and weep with them 
that weep, without loosing the firmness of his mind, or 
betraying inconsistency of spiritand temper. 1a truth, 
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if you would be useful to men, you must accommodate | The Pharisees held the doctrine of everlasting* pun- 
yourself, where the rights of conscience donot interfere | ishment in a future state, as the certain destiny of all 
to their circumstances, and to the laws of decency and | the wicked ; and founded their hopes of future happi- 
prudence. | ness on the merits of their ownrighteousness. While 
“But where, alas! shall we find the man who is| christianity taught the final salvation of sinners, and 
continually on his guard, who iv every situation posses- | even the chief of sinners, by Jesus Christ, as a work 
ses his soul, and governs his spirit, and keeps the doors | work wholly effected by grace. ; 
of his lips? In vain we look for sach a one among men | The Sadducees denied the resurrection, the exist 
of like passions with ourselves, But it is not for want ‘ence of angels and spirits. Hence, according to the 
of a perfect pattern, in the person of him, who in all | testimony of scripture, which recognized the Deity as 
places, at all seasons, and in every situation, approved | A SPIRIT, they must be ranked as a/heists. For deny- 
bimself the Son of God and the friend of men. Let | ing the existence of spirits, they were doubtless led to 
this mind be in you, which also was in Christ Jesus. — resolve every thing into mere matter: and if they ad- 
He bath left us an example that we should follow his mitted in word the existence of a superior being called 
steps.” God, they must have supposed him a being of material 
—s form. Now it is a well-known principle, that what 
ever is material has parts; and whatever has paris 
| maintains proportion ; and that which admits of pro- 
portion is capable of admeasurement. To deny, there- 
| fore, the spiratualily of God, reduces him in our esti- 
‘‘What magnificent concert filled the shores of the | mation to the stature of a finite being! Nay, we con- 
Red Sea, after Israel was passed over! Every thing | sider it a virtual denial of his existence! And be it 
was suited to another. The words were adapted to! remembered, that the Saviour of the world solemnly 
the occasion ; the music to the words; the performers commanded his disciples to beware of the doclrine of 
tothe music. There Moses, leacing the bolder, rough- the Pharisees, and also of the Sadducees. St. Mat. 
er notes of manly voices; here Miriam the prophetess, | xvi. 6, 12. But the doctrine of the apostles acknowl- 
his sister, in sweet accord, blending the softer harmo-|edges the existence of Jehovah, and announces the 
ny of the female strains with the notes of the Cimbrel, | resurrection of all mankind to immortality and end- 
in praise of their great Deliverer. Never surely did ies glory ! 
such music strike the vault of heaven, and nevershall| The Herodians shaped their religion to the times, 
it again, ‘till the ransomed of the Lord shall return, and particularly flattered the ruling prince. Such, 
and come to Zion with songs. and everlasting joy up- | too, has been the conduct of multitudes in all succeed- 
on their heads; when they shall obtain joy and glad- | ing ages. But pure christianity has no. Herods to flat- 





THE SONG OF MOSES, 


ON THE BANK OF THE RED SEA. 


ness, and sorrow and sighing shall flee away ;'—never, ter; no earthly princess to exalt above the level of| 


till the song of Moses be closed with the song of the human beings; nor any other shape to assume than 
Lamb !” | that of simple, unadorned truth. 

The Epicureans placed happiness in unlawful pleas- 
ure, and the gratification of sensual appetites. But 
christianity teaches us to circumscribe our desires to 
the limits which wisdom dictates, and to keep our pas- 
sions within the due bounds of temperate prudence. 

The Stoics supposed that all things were governed 
what thou thinkes! : for as concerning this sect, we | by fate, omitting the recognition of man’s moral free- 
| dom. While the doctrine of Christ & his apostles teaches 
| the moral ability of the creature, and the accountabili- 

Why was the sect to which he (St. Paul) belonged ty of the whole human family, by assuring us that every 
every where spoken against ? man shall recerve according to that which he hath done, 





EXTRACT OF A SERMON, 





BY D. PICKERING, 


From Acts xxviii. 22.—‘* But we desire to hear of thee 


know that every were it is spoken against,” 


There are several reasons why the apostles and dis- | whether it be good or bad—that Christ shall render fo | 


ciples of Christ were spoken against and persecuted : |, very man ascording to his works. 

but that which held the first rank in point of impor- | The Scribes taught that salvation depended upon a 

tance, was the doctrine which they believed and ad | strict observance of the law ; and by subtle deductions 

vocated. | of terror from that law, they labered to keep the mul- 
This was contrary to what the multitude had been titude in subjection. But St. Paul declared that by 

taught before. | the deeds of the law, no flesh should be justified in the 
When it was proclaimed by the Saviour to the Jews, | sight of God—that salvation is by grace, and not of 


it astonished the multitude, and was by them denomi- | works. Hence all boasting was excluded. 
nated a new doctrine: and when taught by St. Paul to 


the Gentiles, their philosophers desired to know what 
that new doctrine was whereof he spake. St. Mark i. 
2,27. Acts xvii. 19. 


This doctrine of the apostle, which all the disciples | , 
embraced, and by reason of which they were every | Church. The Rey. Mr. Duncan, Pastor of a Pres- 
where spoken against, was humiliating in its effects | 
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all men to the same level of dependence upon the 
grace of God, for their future and eternal happiness, 

It taught the unbounded love and grace of God to 
sinners, and their restoration and final glorification 
in heaven, through the resurrection power of Jesus 
Christ. 

It enjoined, and still enjoins the purest love and 
gratitude to God—love to enemies, and charity to all 
mankind! But can we love our enemies and not de- 
sire their happiness? Can we desire their happiness 
and yet exult in the anticipation of their misery? No— 
for were such an incongruity admitted, then those in- 
furiated bigots, whose persecuting and murderous 
atrocities have disgraced the christian name, might be 
reckoned among the faithful followers of the Lamb! 

The love, therefore, which is enjoined upon us, is 
not in word and in tongue, but in deed, and in truth !- 
A love which worketh no ill to its neighbor, but fulfils 
the law of God. 

There remains one more reason why those who em- 
brace the sentiments of this apostle are every where 
spoken against, which it is important to notice, because 
it is connected with the vital prosperity of the truth at 
the present time. 

Too many of its professors have, in every age, de- 
viated from its wholesome precepts, and excited sus- 
picion of its purity: and it is to be feared that too ma- 
ny of its professed believers at the present day, neg- 
lect to govern their conduct by the principles which it 
inculcates. 

_ It is in vain to advocate this glorious truth of univer- 
sal grace, without adding to it the force of a corres- 
ponding example. For it must be obvious to you, my 
brethren, that while the voice of precept is only as the 
gentle whisper that floats along the breeze, the lan- 
guage of example will be like the sound of seven thun- 
ders, speaking conviction to the mind and to the 
heart. 

Let us then add to our faith every christian grace 
and virtue, and thereby render our lives a practical 
commentary upon the doctrine which we profess. 

And finally, brethren, live soberly, righteously, and 
godly in the world; and “obey from the heart that 
form of doctrine’®» which ye have received ; till the 
Master of assemblies shalt call you from the duties of 
‘time, to realize what your faith anticipates, in a hap- 
| pier and better world. 








From a Troy, (N. Y.) Paper. 
LIGHT SPRINGING UP IN THE SOUTH. 


It seems, from recent occurrences at the Theological 
Seminary at Princeton, N. J. that there have arisen 
serious difficulties and warm controversies among the 
Presbyterian Clergy, relatiye to the propriety and con- 
sistency of creeds and coniessions of faith in the 





byterian Church at Baltimore, was called on, the last 














This doctrine, therefore, must have been entirely 
different from what had been taught, both among the 
Jews and Gentiles ; otherwise it could never have ex- 
cited such general astonishment, nor have exposed its 
professors every where to the bitterness of reproach, 

A brief notice of some of the most popular opinions 
which prevailed at that time, will clearly evince this 
fact. 

We will begin with the Essens; who maintained 
that true happiness could only be found in a seclusion 
from the world; in celibacy, retirement, and media- 
tion. Whereas, christianity, as believed and taught 
by the apostle, was calculated to promote social inter- 
course among men, aud authoritatively forbade the 
neglect of assembling themselves together. 


It appro- 
bated and enjoined connubial : 


) affection, and pointed 
out te its disciples the important duties of that con- 
nexion. 


upon the human mind, inasmuch as it viewed mankind year, to deliver a discourse before the Directors and 
in an helpless state; involved in depravity and mise- | Students of this seminary. In compliance with the in- 
ry, from which no effort of their own could effect their | vitation, he delivered the Discourse, and in it, he fl 
deliverance. It was therefore rejected withabhorence | deavoured to show the impropriety and danger o} 


by those who could look down with supercilious con- 
tempt upon a fellow being, and in the pride of phari- 
sacs! sanctity, say to a trembling publican, sland by, 
for Iam holier than thou ! 

It was too liberal to conform to the prejudices of 
thatage. And I may add; it has been too liberal to 


using, and trasting, in human creeds, confessions of 
faith, catechisms, &c. more than the Bible, which 
ought to be the only rule of faith and practice. This 
Discourse excited the indignation and drew forth the 
censure of some Vresbyterian sticklers for creeds & con- 
fessions. At the opening of the wext session, Dr. Mil- 








suit the prejudice, bigotry, and superstitious ignorance | ler addressed an introductory lecture to the Students 
of succeeding ages: hence its avowed friends have | of the Theological Seminary, selecting for its subject, 
been comparitively few. '* The utility and importance of creeds and confessions.’ 

It removed the barriers of distinction which ambi- | This put Mr. Duncan on bis defence, and provoked 
| tion, and avarice, and pride had reared, and reduced a reply: he has now published a work of nearly 300 pages 
wareos coal | entitled, ‘‘Remarks, on the Rise, Use, and unlawful- 
| * Antiquities of the Jews, Josephus— Book xviii. ess of creeds, and confessions @ Guth, in age ome 
iChap. i. See. 3. N. B. This author was of the sect of ° God ;” in direct opposition to the now existing prac- 
| the Pharisees. jtice among Presbyterians. Both of these gentlemen 








| 





have their friends and their parties. What the result 
will be, we cavnot tell: but should hot be surprised 
sfit should terminate in an open separation, as a simi 
Jar controversy about Church Government and Disci- 
pline among the Methodist, did a short time since.— 
Should this be the case, we shall probably have in that 
denomination, the Old Standing, and Reformed Pres- 
bylerians. We sincerely pray that if any reformation 
js produced, it may be one, *‘perfect and entire, want- 


ing nothing.” 
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LETFER XIIL 


INQUIRY CONCERNING THE 
PHRASE; SPIRIT OF GOD. 


(Continued from page 203, 6th yol.) 


Sir,—In considering all the texts which speak of the 
Spirit, 1 find the following things mentioned respect- 
ing unbelievers. 

They are said,Jude 19,to be ‘‘sensual,having not the 
spirit.” The term sensual, seems to refer, to what 
Paul, 1 Cor. ii. 14, calls “the natural man ;” and 
what Jude expresses by the words ‘thaving not the 
spirit ; Paul expresses by, ‘‘receiveth not the things 


of the spirit of God.” It is added, that **they are fool- | 


ishness unto him, neither can he know them because 
they are spiritually discerned.’? But as such texts, 
are not considered any proof for the third person in 
the trinity, I pass them over. 

The spirit is also said to strive with them, and they 
are said to resist the spirit. Gen. vi. 3, **And the 
Lord said, my spirit shall not always strive with man.” 
And Acts vii. 51, it is said, *“*Ye stiff necked and un- 
circumcised in heart and ears, ye do always resist the 
holy spirit; as your fathers did, so do ye.” Some 
conclude from such texts, that this striving of the spir- 
it, is by secret, and inexplicable impulses upon the 
minds of men: And that their resisting the spirit, is re- 
sisting these impulses. Rut if we attend to the Bible, 
We may easily learn, that this striving of the spirit, 
was by means of the prophets. and the resisting the 
spirit, was resisting the testimony of God spoken by 
them. God said, **My spirit shall not always strive 
with man.” It is added, ‘*tyet his days shall be an 
hundred and twenty years.” ' Daring this period Noah 
preached to them, and in this way the spirit strove 
with them. See 2 Peterii. 5. But Stephen says to 


the Jews, that as their fathers resisted the holy spirit; 
Here their fathers resisted the holy spirit; | 


so did they. 
and what we are to understand by the holy spirit we 
learn from 2 Kings xvii. 13, 14, &c. **Yet the Lord 
testified against Israel, and against Judah, by all the 
prophets, and by all the seers, saying, turn ye from 
your evil ways, and keep my commandments, and my 
statutes, according to all the law which I commanded 
your fathers, and which I sent to you by my servants 
the prophets. Notwithstanding they would not hear, 
but hardened their necks like to the necks of their 
fathers, that did not believe in the Lord their God,” 
&e, In Neh. ix. 30, it is added, “‘yet many years didst 
thou forbear them, and testifiedst against them by thy 
spirit in thy prophets. Yet would they not give ear: 
therefore gavest thou them into the hand of the people 
of the lands,” &c. In this way did the spirit strive 
with them, and in this way did they resist the spirit. 
The question is, what is meant by the spirit. We 
have bat to consult the context of these passages, and 
Wwe shall see, that it was the spirit of “*the Lord, the 
God who didst choose Abram,” and “the great, the 
mighty, and the terrible God,” which strove with ther 


and was resisted by them: See Neh. ix. 7, 32. If 


what we have stated in former letters, shewing that 
“spirit of the Lord’? does not mean a distinct person 
rom the Lord be correct, we see here both whatis meant 
°y spiitand the striving of the spirit. Compare with the 
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above passages, 2 Chron. xxxvi. 15, 12. 1 Peteri. 11. 
But Stephen, Acts vii. informs us further, that as the 
tathers resisted the holy spirit, so did they to whom he 
addressed himself. Well, how -.d the Jews in Ste- 
phen’s day resist the holy spirit? -And what is meant 
by the holy spirit resisted by them? By turning to 
Acts vi. 10, we may see in some measure what this 
was, fronr what others were not able to resist. It is 
there said, ‘tand they were not able to resist the wis- 
dom and the spirit by which he spake.” What Ste- 
phen accused the Jews of as resisting, and resisting in 
a similar way to their fathers, was not resisisting some 
secret impulses, but resisting like their fathers, God’s 
testimony declared to them, and the miracles by which 
it was attested. They built ‘‘the tombs of the pro- 
phets, and garnish the sepulchres of the righteous, 
saying, if we had been in the days of our fathers, we 
would not have been partakers with them in the blood 
of the prophets.’’ But, said our Lord to them, ‘‘ye be 
witnesses unto yourselves, that ye are the children of 
them which killed the prophets.” See Mat. xxiii. 30 
to 32. The whole conduct of the Jews to Christ and 
his apostles, shews how they resisted the holy spirit 
| like unto their fathers. This will receive additional 
‘illustration by considering, that they are said to have 
| blasphemed against the holy spirit. This we have an 
laccc “nt of in Mat. xii. 31, 32. Luke xii. 10, and 
| Mark iii, 28—31. The last text I shall only quote. 





| “Verily I say unto you, all sins shall be forgiven unto 
ithe sons of men, and blasphemies wherewith soever 
they shall blaspheme: But he that shall blaspheme 
, against the holy spirit hath never forgiveness, but is in 
‘danger of eternal damnation: Because they said he 
hath an unclean spirit.” The guilt of this crime con- 
' sisted, in ascribing to the power of an unclean spirit, 
‘the miracles which were wrought by the finger or 

power of God. In this way they spoke against or 
' blasphemed the holy spirit which has been shewn in a 
| former letter, not to refer toa third person in the God- 
‘head. It would be too great a digression from the 
| present subject to give our views fully of these passa- 
ges. Dut farther, unbelieving men are spoken of as 
vexing the holy spirit. Thus itis said, Isaiah iii. 10, 
‘*but they rebelled, and vexed his holy spirit.” 
verses 11—15. And compare Psalm Ixxviii. 40,41,56, 
and xcv. 9. Exodus xv. 23, 24. Numbers xiv. 11.— 
What Isaiah calls rexving, is in these other texts called 
provoking, grieving, lempling, limiting, murmuring, 
&c. These are only varied expressions to express the 
conduct of Israel] in the wilderness. What Isaiah calls 
the holy spirit which they vexed, in these other texts 
is calle’ God, the most high God, the holy one of Is- 
Now, system and prejudice aside, do not all re- 
I know that some, 


See 


'rael. 
fer these expressions to the Kather. 


_by comparivg these texts with some others, have in- | 


| ferred, that the holy spirit is the most high God, the 
God of Israel, But this appears to me to take it for 
| eranted, that the holy spirit means a distinct person in 
| the Godhead, which isthe very poivt in debate. The 
I rule of reasoning by which such persons come to this 
conclusion will work both ways. If they conclude. 
from the most high God being mentioned in the one 
‘text, that where the holy spirit is mentioned in the 
‘other, that the holy spiritis the most high God; re- 
| versing the case, I may conclude, that the most high 
God is the holy spirit, because he is mentioned in the 
‘other. Moses wasa meek man. Supposing that the 
| Israelites ‘‘vexed his meek spirit,” would any person 
| from this conclude, that spirit meant a distinct person 
from Moses himself. But if we look at the context of 
Isaiah, where it is said, that they ‘vexed his holy 
spirit,” it is said, speaking of Moses, verse Ilth, 
‘where is he that put his holy spirit within bim ?”— 
Does not this simply mean, that the God of Israel, put 
within Moses all that power, or those qualifications by 
which he condueted Israel in the wilderness ; and their 





resisting and rebelling against him, was resisting and 








| rebelling against God? But referring again to Moses, | 
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Isaiah says, verse 14th, “the spirit of the Lord caused 
him ty rest.” Willany person deny, that the phrase, 
‘spirit of the Lord” here, does not mean the same as 
‘“thaly spirit” in verses 10 and 11. Well, we have 
shewn, that spire of the Lord does not mean a distinct 
person in the Godhead, but the power of the Lord or 
the Lord himself. It is evident that what the Lord 
did in Egypt, in the wilderness, and in bringing IsraeT 
finally to Canaan, is ascribed to the power of the Lord 
God of Israel. This is evident from their whole histo- 
ry, and that the Lord God of Israel, is the one God 
called the Father, is not controverted. 

We find further that persons are spoken of as lying 
to the holy spirit, and tempting the spirit of the Lord. 
See Acts v. 1—12. I shall advert to such parts of this 
passage, from which it has been concluded, rather in 
too great haste, that the holy spirit is a distinct person 
in the Godhead. Thus in verse 3d, Peter says, **An- 
anias, why hath satan filled thine heart to lie to the 
holy spirit??? In verse 4th he adds, **Why hast thou 
conceived this thing in thine heart? Thou has not 
lied unto men, but unto God.” From comparing 
these two parts of the same passage, some have con- 
cluded with great confidence, that the holy spirit is 
God, meaning thereby a third person in the Godhead. 
But surely | may be permitted to ask, if the phrase 
holy spirit in the Sd verse, means one person of the 
Godhead, and God, in the 4th, means another, why 
not by the same rule, make the phrase “spirit of the 
Lord” in the 9th verse to signify a third person? Have 
not I as good authority from the whole passage to infer, 
that Peter meant a third person, when he says to Sap- 
phira, ‘‘how is it that ye have agreed together to tempt 
the spirit of the Lord,” as that he meant a first anda 
second by the phrases “holy spirit”? and “‘“God” when 
he addressed ber husband? After looking sometime 
over the passage, I can find nothing which ought to 
prevent me from drawing this conclusion, but what 
ought to prevent men from drawing the other. I think 
I may fairly challenge any man, to produce a vestire 
of evidence to support the one conclusion, which will 
not also support the other. As none of these three 
phrases are supposed to refer to Jesus Christ, it would 
follow from this, that instead of three, there were four 
persons in the Godhead. But permit me to ask fur- 
ther: Why do not such persons conclude, that “holy 
spirit”? in the Sd, **God”’ in the 4th, and “‘spirit' of the 
Lord’ in the 9th verse, are all expressions which de- 
sigpate or express the same person or being? In this 
| way I understand the passage, and it is consistent with 
itself and with truth throughout. I am aware, that 
some do consider all these three expressions as refer- 
ing to the third person of the Godhead. What is cal- 
led *‘the holy spirit,’ verse 3d, say they, is called God 
verse 4th, therefore the holy spirit is God. But may I 
not, as has been stated above, reason in like manner 
and say.-“*God is the holy spirit.”” This mode of rea- 
soning proceeds upon the presumption, that the phrase 
“holy spirit,” designates a person and is not just 
another phrase for God himself, or something belong- 
ing to God. Until the phrases “holy spirit,” and 
“spirit of the Lord,” which occur in this passage are 
proved from other parts of the bible to mean a distinct 
person from God the Father, the conclusion drawn 
from it is false. We think we have proved in another 
place, that such phrases have no such meaning when 
the bible is allowed to explain itself. In all these 
three phrases, there cannot be a doubt, that the histo- 
rian meant toinform us,thatGod was lied to,and tempted 
by Ananias and his wife. The precise poimt in con- 
troversy from the passage is, does he ‘here mean the 
first or third person of the Godhead ? With a view to 
decide this, let us ask,—what saith the context? In 
the preceding chapter we find at verse 22d—it is thus 
written. ‘*And being let go, they went to their own 
company, and reported all that the chief priests and 
elders had said unto them. And when they heard 
that, they lifted up their voice to God with one ac- 
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cord, and said, Lord, thou art God, which has made 
heaven, and earth, and the sea, and all that in them 
is.” Chap. iv. 23,24. When these persons lifted up 
their voices to God, was it to the first or third person 
of the Gedhead? When they said Lord thou art God, 
which hast made heaven, &c. did they refer to God 
the Father, or was it to the holy spirit the supposed 
third person of the trinity? Did this third person in 
the beginning create the heavens and the earth, and 
is it he Moses means by God in Gen. i. 1? 
at verses 26, 27, 28, 29, 3\'*,—and suffer me to esk fur- 
ther; Was it against the Lord, the third person of the 
Godhead and his Christ, that the kings of the earth 
stood up, and the rulers now gathered together? Was 
Christ the holy child of the spirit, the third persoo ? 
Was it the third person who anointed Jesus? Re- 
member we are told, Acts x. 38, ‘“‘How God anointed 
Jesus of Nazareth with the holy spirit.” Was it to 
the third person they spake when they said, “*And now 
Lord, behold their threatenings; and grant unto thy 
servants, that with all boldness they may speak thy 
word ?”? And was it his hand they wished stretched 
forth, when they add, ‘‘By stretching forth thy hand | 
to heal; and that signs and wonders may be done by 
the name of thy holy child Jesus!” We think no man 
will answer these questions in the affirmative. Well, 
suffer me to ask once more,—is there any thing said in 
the context, which indicates, that the historian chang- 
es his mode of speaking from the first to the third per- 
sonin the Godhead? Nothing like this appears, un- 
less such should infer it from verse 31, ‘‘And they 
were all filled with the holy spirit, and they spake the 
word of God with boldness.” Nota word more is said 
about God, Lord, nor holy spirit io all the rest of the 
chapter, and the 5th begins the passage coutested.— 
That their being filled with the holy spirit, does not 
mean filled with the third person of the Godhead, I 
think I have proved in a former letter. Must we then 
without any intimation of this change, understand 
Luke as speaking in chap. 5th of the third person, 
when he had so clearly, and fully, in the 4th chapter 
spoken of the first person, or rather the one God who 
made the heavens and the earth? Shall we shut our 
eyes to all the evidence of the truth of this given in 
chapter 4th, and believe the other doctrine from chap- 
ter 5th, without evidence? But what leads many to 
believe such things, is inattention to the meaning of 


But look | composED ON THE DEATH OF LYDIA A., AGED ELEVEN 








the phrases ‘‘holy spirit,’ and “spirit of the Lord.” — | 
But perhaps it may be asked of me in turn after so | 
many questions,--If the ‘holy spirit,” and ‘spirit of | 
the Lord” in this passage, do not mean a person, how | 
can it with any propriety be said that Ananias lied to 
the holy spirit, and that he and his wife had agreed to! 
tempt the spirit of the Lord. To this! reply, Ist. That | 
to “lie to the holy spirit,” verse 3, and **unto God” | 
verse 4, and to “‘tempt the spirit of the Lord” verse 9, | 
all refer to the same person or being. The question | 
is, was this the third person in the trinity? We think | 
it has been shewn in a former letter, that sparit of the | 
Lord, means the power of the Lord, or something be- 
longing to the Lord, or the one living and true God, 
and not a distinct person from the Lord. 2d. It is not 
fair reasoning to take it for granted, that spirit of the 
Lord or holy spirit, is a third person in the Godhead, 
and because in verse 4, he is called God, to conclude 
that there are three persons, and this third person is 
God. 3d. Ifall these three expressions relate to one 
person or being, and this being is God, those persons 
lied to God and tempted him, just as the Jews tempt- 
ed God in the desert, and vexed his holy spirit. Ip 
both cases his power was tempted, and exercised in 
their temporal destruction. Again in Heb. x. 29, we 
read of some who had done despite to the spirit of | 
grace,” which seems to refer to their despising the | 





gospel of God’s grace, and the miracles by which it | 
was attested. 


Such are all the texts which speak of unbelievers | 


resisting the spirit, lyiug to the spirit, &c. but in none | 


| any sinful mortal without the infliction of suitable chas- 


vised speech, the first was not sutfered to enter into 


of them does the spirit refer to a third person in the 
Godbead. 


Tam yours, &c. Mreros. 
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YEARS, ONLY DAUGHTER OF WILLIAM BROWN, E5&@, 


PLYMOUTH, MASS. 


Why sinks the father’s bleedmg heart? 
Why swells his weeping eye ? 

And from the mother’s trembling lips, 
Why burst the frantic sigh ? 


Alas! the unyielding hand of death 

Has snatched the lovely child, 

Whose tender years, and growing mind, 
Their anxious hours beguiled. 


By tender hands this faded flower 
Was reared, with love and care ; 
’Till the appalling voice of death, 
Bade every hope expire. 


O God of love! stretch forth thy hand— 
Bind up the broken heart, 

For thou hast wounded at thy will, 

And thou Canst heal the smart. 


—ED aaa 


ExtTrAct From An ODE to MADNESS. 
BY REV. THOMAS PENROSE. 


Who’s this wretch with horror wild ?— 
*Tis Devotion’s rnin’d child— 
Sunk in the emphasis of grief, 

Nor can he feel, nor dares he ask relief. 


Thou fair religion! wast design’d, 
Duteous daughter of the skies, 

To warm and cheer the human mind, 
To make men happy, good, and wise ; 
To point, where sits in love arrayed, 
Attentive to each suppliant call, 

The God of universal aid, 

The God and Fatber of us all. 


First shown by thee, thus glow'd the gracious scene, 
*Till Superstition, fiend of woe, 
Bade doubt to rise, and tears to flow, 
And spread deep shades our view and heaven be- 
tween. 





~ 


Drawn by ber pencil, the Creator stands, 
(His beams of mercy thrown aside) 
With thunder arming his uptifted hands, 
And hurling vengeance wide. 
Hope at the frown aghast, ‘yet lingering, flies, 
And, dash’d on Terror’s rocks, Faith's best depen- 
ance lies. 
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The striptures abound in representations that the 
Lorp is gracious and merciful, forgiving iniquity trans- | 
gression and sin; and yet that he will by ne means} 
ctear the guilly ; and will render to every man accord-' 
ing to his works. Query. Can an instance be found in | 


scripture, of divine pardon having been extended to 


tisement on the offender? Look at Moses, Eli, and 
David, three distinguished saints.—For a rash unad- 


| Mr. Jabez Parker, Richmond, Va. 


| Mr. P. Sayles, Pawtucket, R. 1. 





the Canaan which he so anxiously desired; the sec- 


ond for not restraining, and turning out of office, his 
vile sons, had the diviwe sentence denounced against 
him,—“‘that there should not be as old man in his 
house for ever ;*? the third, for adultery, and murder, 
was told from the Lord, ‘*that the sword should nevey 
depart from his house!” Yet, it is added, “the Lord 
hath pul away thy sin.” Hence it appears that Eli 
and David, though pardoned, were sentenced toa 
kind of everlasting punishment! Of Zacharias, it was 
said, ‘the was righteous, walking in all tue command- 
ments and ordinances of the Lord blameless: yet for 
disbelieving the joyful tidings that he should be the 
father of John the Baptist, he was punished with 
dumbness for the greater part of a year. Poor Peter, 


for denying his Lord, wept bitterly ere he felt forgive- 
ness. 


Now let me ask, does not the righteous Judge of all 
the earth, in kindness chastise all delinquents, before 
he permits them to enjoy the manifestations of his par- 
doning mercy? K. 
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MARRIED IN THIS CITY, 


By Rev. S. Streeter, Mr. John B. Place to Miss At- 
mira Mead. 


By Rev. Mr. Sharp, Mr. Eben R. Currier to Miss E- 
liza D. Whiston. 

By Rev. Dr. Baldwin, (week before last) Mr. Leon- 
ard Bullard to Miss Emma Breck. 

By Rev. Paul Dean, Mr. Thomas J. Tucker, of this 
city, to Miss Martha G. Hanscomb, of Saco, Me. 

In Charlestown, by Rev. Calvin Gardner, Mr. Rich- 
ard Nichols to Miss Martha Williams. 


In Roxbury, by Rev. H. Ballou, 2d. Mr. William 
White to Miss Nancy Toby. 








DIED IN THIS CITY, 


On Saturday morning last, Mrs. Anna, wife of Mr. 
Joel Wheeler, aged 31. 

Franklin Mansfield, aged 14 months, youngest son of 
Mr. Michael Mansfield. 

In Waterville, Me. on the 29th ult. suddenly, Rey. 
THOMAS BALDWIN, D..D. aged 72, the venerable 
and beloved Pastor of the Second Baptist Seciety in 
Boston. His remains were brought to this city in the 
steam boat Patent, on Friday afternoon. Religious 
Services were performed in his late meeting-house on 
Monday last, at 3 P. M. Sermon by Rev.Mr. Sharp. 


—— 
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Capt. Arnold, do. 
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John. Morris, do. 

Wao. Williams, Gloucester, Mss. 
J. L. Golland, Montague, Mss. 
John Mears, Dorchester, Mss. 
Seth Clark, Salisbury, Mss. 

B. Capen, Dorchester, Mss. 

Luke Jenks, Wrentham, Mss. 

. R. L. Killam, Attleborough, Mss. 
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Capt. Simon Thompson, ‘Tyngsborough, Mss. 
Mr. A. Edson, Braintree, Mss. 
Josiah C, Thomas, Hanson, ‘Mss. 
Willard Pool, do. 
Nathan Soul, Duxbury, Mss. 
James Hedge, Yarmouth, Mss. 
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HENRY BOWEN. 
September 10, 1825. 





